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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address « 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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1 )[3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 29 January 2005 . 
2a)Q This action is FINAL. 2b)[X] This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) [X] Claim(s) 1-32 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) [X] Claim(s) 1-32 is/are rejected. 
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8) d Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 
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10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 
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3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-32 have been examined. 

Specification 

2. The specification contains numerous spacing errors (i.e. [0004] line 7 
booksandhereditary , [0005] line 2 softwaremay, [0005] line 3 isreally, etc..) appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1,3-11,13,15-23,25-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Douglas ("Douglas", Relatives Genealogical Software). ' 

As per independent claim 1 , Douglas discloses an interface system for a 
computer, the computer comprising a monitor and a processor, the system comprising: 
a plurality of target data sets, each target data set comprising an ID of a target (Figure 2 
item 5,10); at least a relation data set, each relation data set comprising IDs of two 
targets and a relation attribute data of the two targets (Figure 2 item 15); a display 
program for displaying the plurality of target data sets and the relation data sets on the 
monitor in a relation graph format (Figure 2), each target data set displayed as an icon 
in the relation graph, and each relation data set displayed in a linking graph format 
between the two icons corresponding to the two targets of the relation data set (Figure 2 
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items 5,10); a selection program for a user to select the icons displayed on the monitor 
(Page 1 lines 17-21); and an application program activated by the user to provide a 
predetermined functionality to the IDs of the icons selected by using the selection 
program (Page 2 lines 3-5). 

As per claim 3, which is dependent on claim 1 , Douglas discloses the interface 
wherein the relation data set further comprises a relation attribute classification data for 
determining classification of the relation attribute data of the relation data set ((Figure 2 
item 15). 

As per claim 4, which is dependent on claim 3, Douglas discloses the interface 
wherein the relation attribute classification data is a personal relationship or a business 
relationship (Page 2 lines 27-30; mother and father are personal relationships). 

As per claim 5, which is dependent on claim 1 , Douglas discloses the interface 
wherein the relation data set further comprises a relation state data for representing an 
existence state or an existence time of the relation attribute data of the relation data set 
(Page 2 lines 27-30; Birth and death included as an existence state). 

As per claim 6, which is dependent on claim 1 , Douglas discloses the interface 
wherein the relation data set further comprises a relation sort data for representing 
sorting parameters of each target having a same relation attribute data with a specific 
target (Page 8 Father Pop-down list and Mother Pop down list). 

As per claim 7, which is dependent on claim 1 , Douglas discloses the interface 
wherein each target data set further comprises a classification data for representing a 
classification of a target in the target data set (Page 4 Male and Female). 



Application/Control Number: 09/683,650 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2174 

As per claim 8, which is dependent on claim 7, Douglas discloses the interface 
wherein the classification data is a group or an individual for representing a target of the 
target data set as a group or an individual (Page 4 Male and Female). 

As per claim 9, which is dependent on claim 1 , Douglas discloses the interface 
wherein the selection program is used to show on the monitor, in a specific manner, 
icons chosen by the user so that the user is capable of recognizing the chosen icons 
(Page 1 lines 17-21; wherein the top bar will provide first name, second name, etc... ). 

As per claim 10, which is dependent on claim 1 , Douglas discloses the interface 
wherein the selection program is used to show on the monitor a plurality of icons 
chosen by the user, and to show relations between each icon (Figure 1). 

As per claim 1 1 , which is dependent on claim 1 , Douglas discloses the interface 
wherein the selection program is used to select a specific icon by the user, and the 
display program shows on the monitor the specific icon, each icon related to the specific 
icon, and corresponding relationships (Figure 1). 

Claims 13 and 23 are individually similar in scope to that of claim 1 and are 
therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 1 5 and 25 are individually similar in scope to that of claim 3 and are 
therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 16 and 26 are individually similar in scope to that of claim 4 and are 
therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 17 and 27 are individually similar in scope to that of claim 5 and are 
therefore rejected under similar rationale. 
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Claims 18 and 28 are individually similar in scope to that of claim 6 and are 
therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 19 and 29 are individually similar in scope to that of claim 7 and are 
therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 20 and 30 are individually similar in scope to that of claim 8 and are 
therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 21 and 31 are individually similar in scope to that of claim 10 and are 
therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 22 and 32 are individually similar in scope to that of claim 1 1 and are 
therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 2,14,24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Douglas ("Douglas", Relatives Genealogical Software) in view of Bazerman et al 
("Bazerman", US 6859253) 
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As per claim 2, which is dependent on claim 1 , Douglas fails to distinctly point out 
different relationships being represented by different links. However, Bazerman teaches 
an interface wherein if the relation attribute data of two relation data sets are different, 
the display program uses two different link graphs to represent the two different kinds of 
relation attributes (Column 6 lines 20-34; Figure 4). Therefore it would have been 
obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to combine Douglas with the teaching 
of Bazerman. Motivation to do so would have been to easily determine the relationships 
of the links by visually displaying each relationship differently. 

Claims 14 and 24 are individually similar in scope to that of claim 2 and are 
therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

7. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Douglas 
("Douglas", Relatives Genealogical Software) in view of Pollock ("Pollock", The E-mail 
Link). 

As per claim 1 2, which is dependent on claim 1 , Douglas fails to distinctly point 
out an each target includes an email address and opening an email application upon 
selection of the address. However, Pollock teaches an e-mail address of a target 
(Pages lines 1-4), and an application program as an email program so that the user is 
capable of sending e-mail to e-mail addresses of each icon chosen by the selection 
program (Page 7 lines 11-12). Therefore it would have been obvious to an artisan at the 
time of the invention to combine the interface of Douglas with the teaching of Pollock. 
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Motivation to do so would have been to provide link information so that users may easily 
contact other family members. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

• US 200201 20462A1 teaches contact management for managing contract 
groups based on certain criteria. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ryan F Pitaro whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4071 . The examiner can normally be reached on 7:00am - 4:30pm Monday through 
Thursday and on alternating Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on 571-272-4063. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Ryan Pitaro - 



Art Unit 2174 
Patent Examiner 
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